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Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern

?uatg(ral ct of Florida. (No. 91-522- CR UUB), Ursula Ungaro-Benages,

Bef ore HATCHETT and BARKETT, Circuit Judges, and OAKES, Senior
Circuit Judge.

BARKETT, Circuit Judge:

Appel lant the United States of America appeals the district
court's order granting Appellee Luz Marl eney Cal deron's notion for
a judgnment of acquittal. The governnent argues that the district
court did not have jurisdiction to grant Calderon's notion for a
j udgment of acquittal because it was filed several nonths after the
seven-day filing deadline inposed by Rule 29(c) of the Federal
Rul es of Crim nal Procedure.

The United States Supreme Court has just ruled adversely to
Cal deron's position, holding that district courts do not have
jurisdiction to consider an untinely notion for a judgnent of
acquittal . Carlisle v. United States, --- US ----, 116 S. C.
1460, --- L.Ed.2d ---- (1996). Accordingly, we reverse the
district court's order granting Calderon's notion for a judgnment of

acquittal, and remand for the entry of a judgnment of conviction and

"Honorabl e Janmes L. Oakes, Senior U.S. Circuit Judge for the
Second Circuit, sitting by designation.



sent ence. !

REVERSED and REMANDED.

'Cal deron alternatively argues in her brief that the
evi dence presented at trial was insufficient to support her
conviction. This is an argunent that is appropriately nmade on
appeal after judgnment and sentence are entered on the crim nal
docket .



